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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

L The drawings are objected to under 37 CFR 1.83(a). The drawings must show every 
feature of the invention specified in the claims. Therefore, the embodiments as set forth in 
claims 17 and 1 8 must be shown or the feature(s) canceled from the clami(s). No new matter 
should be entered. See paragraph 3 below for further explanation. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
apphcation must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will 
be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1, 75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
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following is required: no description can be found in the specification of the "interlocking 
means" as set forth in the combination of either claim 17 or 18. See paragraph 3 below for 
further explanation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
3. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the appUcation was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. The blank as set forth in claim 17 does not appear to be disclosed within the 
specification. Specifically, no description can be found of a blank including roll over flaps, 
webs, a notch, hook means projecting laterally into the notch and interlocking means on the end 
wall panels and end flap panels. If the hook means is also the interlocking means, then the hook 
means is a double inclusion of an element. If some other element, as disclosed, is being referred 
to, it is not clear what element is being set forth as the interlocking means in this claim. The 
blank as set forth in claim 18 does not appear to be disclosed within the specification. 
Specifically, no description can be found of a blank including roll over flaps, webs, a notch and 
interlocking means on the end wall panels and end flap panels. If the hook, as disclosed, is being 
set forth as the interlocking means, it is unclear how the interlocking means is located on both 
the end wall panels and end flap panels, i.e. the hooks appear to be only located on the end flap 
panels. If both the hooks and the webs are referred to, the interlocking means is a double 
inclusion since the webs were previously defined in the claim. 
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4. Claims 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described 
in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with 
which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. The specification fails to 
describe how the embodiment as set forth in either claim 17 or claim 18 is to be made and used. 
It is not believed that one of ordinary skill in this art would be able to make and use an 
embodiment as set forth in either claim 17 or claim 18 upon viewing the disclosure. 

5. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

The following each lack antecedent basis in the claims, i.e. each is only inferentially set 
forth: claim 1, lines 5, 7 and 9, "said end flap panels" (only one previously set forth), "said... end 
wall panels" (only one previously set forth), "said end flap panels" and "the upper edges of the 
end flap panels" (only one upper edge previously set forth). 

In claim 1, line 1, "an end flap panel on opposite ends of the side walls" is unclear with 
respect to how all the ends of all the side walls include a single or common end flap panel. If a 
plurality of end flap panels is the intended meaning, the phrase should recite that an end flap 
panel is on each of opposite ends of each of the side walls as a matter of clarity. The following 
phrases are unclear for the same general reason, i.e. a single element being recited as located on a 
plurality of separate elements or a plurality of separate elements being recited as located on a 
single element: claim 1, lines 4 and 5, "an end wall panel on opposite ends...", claim 1, lines 10 
and 1 1, "said at least one web engaged in said at least one notch" (two webs previously set 
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forth), claim 1, line 12, "the upper edge of said end flap panels", claims 3 and 6, "the upper edge 
of the end flap panels", claim 15, lines 12 and 14, "an upper edge of the end flap panels" and 
"the upper edge of the end flap panels", claim 16, lines 15 and 16, "a cover lock tab formed on 
the cover end walls for engagement in hand hold openings" (how is a single lock tab formed on 
all the cover end walls and for engagement in a plurality of openings?) and claim 14, lines 5-7 
and claim 17, lines 12 and 13, "said end wall panel... to form the end walls" and "said end wall 
panel and said end flap panels. . . to form the end walls of the cover" (how does a single end wall 
panel and all the end flap panels for the plurality of end walls?). 

The following are each indefinite insofar as a plurality of the recited element were 
previously defined in the claims and one cannot determine which of the previous plurality is 
being referred to: claim 1, lines 10, 13 and 14, "said end wall panel", "said at least one web" and 
"the roll-over flap", claim 2, "the end flap panel", claim 4, "the end flap panel", "the panel" and 
"the side wall", claim 5, same as claim 4, claim 7, "the end flap panel", claim 8, "the end flap 
panel", claim 9, "the end flap panel", claim 10, lines 9, 10, 13 and 16, "the end flap panel", "the 
end wall panel" and "said end flap panel", claim 14, lines 5, 6, 10 and 1 1, "said end flap panel", 
"the end wall panel" and "the end wall panel", claim 15, lines 6, 10, 1 1, 13 and 14, "said end 
wall panel", "the end wall panel", "the end wall panel" and "said score line", claim 16, Unes 8, 
12, 13, 18, 19 and 22, "said end wall panel", "the end wall panel", "the end wall panel", "the 
cover end wall panel", "the cover end wall" and "the opening" and claim 17, lines 12, 17, 18 and 
21, "the end wall panel", "said roll-over flap", "the end wall panel", "said at least one web", 
"said at least one web" and "the web". 
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The following are each a double inclusion of an element insofar as the element is being 
reintroduced into the claims: claim 3, "a projection", claim 10, lines 3, 6, 10, 15 and 17, "a 
container" (see line 1), "opposite side walls", "a container", "an erected container", "an erected 
container" and "a container", claim 16, lines 16, 21, 24 and 25, "end walls", "a container", "a 
hand hold opening" and "a hand-hold opening" and claim 17, lines 3, 11, 15 and 21, "an erected 
cover" (four occurrences). 

The following are each unclear with respect to what previous element(s) or new element 
is being referred to: claims 3 and 6, "them" and claims 4 and 6, "that notch". 

In each of claims 2 and 7-9, the side wall to which the end flap panel is connected" is 
unclear since claim 1, line 4 recites that an end flap panel is on opposite ends of all the side 
walls", i.e. which side wall is the one being referred to? 

Claim 18 includes the same indefmiteness as detailed above with respect to claim 17, 
lines 1-19. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

6, The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubUcation in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

7. Claims 1, 2 and 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated by 
either Heineman or France '619. With respect to Heineman, it is noted that the folds 13 are each 

- considered a "web" insofar as claimed. 
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8. Claims 1, 2, 6-1 1 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly anticipated 
by Ruiz et al. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claim 14 and claim 17, as best understood, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Martinek et al or Royce, each in view of any one of Ruiz et al, Heineman or 
France '619. Each of Martinek and Royce discloses a cover and blank including end flaps and a 
roll-over panel, e.g. 7, 181, respectively connected to an end panel via a web of material. Each 
of Martinek and Royce does not disclose an interlocking means including a notch in one of the 
end flap panels engaging a portion of the web and hook means extending into the notch. Each of 
Ruiz et al, Heineman and France '619 teaches that it is known to secure a roll-over panel by 
providing interlocking means including a notch with a hook means therein which engages within 
an aperture separating webs between a roll-over panel and an end panel. It would have been 
obvious to secure the roll-over panels in either Martinek et al or Royce using an interlocking 
means as taught by any one of Ruiz et al, Heineman or France '619 since the interlocking means 
of Ruiz et al, Heineman or France '619 requires less material to form the blank as compared to 
the interlock in Royce and provides a better securement of the roll-over panel than the 
construction shown in Martinek et al. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1 . Claims 3-5 and 12 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 
U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Ofllce action and to include all of the Umitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

12. Claims 15 and 16 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 112, 2nd paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

13. With respect to claim 18, no decision regarding patentability could be made due to the 
lack of a clear understanding of what Applicant is trying to claim. Further consideration will be 
made upon response to this office action. 

Conclusion 

The remaining cited prior art is illustrative of the general state of the art. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays. Technology Center 3700 is 
encouraging FAXing of responses in Office Actions to (571)273-8300. This practice may be 
used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing papers which require a 
fee by Applicants who authorize charges to a PTO deposit account. Please identify the Examiner 
and art unit at the top of your cover sheet. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained form the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. Also, copies of an office action or other file 
information may be obtained from the Private PAIR system. For more information about the 
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PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov . Should you have questions regarding access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
Examiner should be directed to Gary Elkins at telephone number (571)272-4537. The Examiner 
can normally be reached Monday through Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Nathan Newhouse can be reached at (571)272-4544. 
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